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November 14, 1956 

Honorable Coke R. Stevenson, Jr. 
Administrator 
Texas'Liquor Control Board 
Aus tin, Texari 

Letter Opinion MS-262 
Rs: Date of its issub -band not 

'date of Sts~delivery is to 
be'used in computing 30-day 
period during whioh looal 
option petition may be 
oiroulated. 

Dear Sir: 

We have your request for our opinion as to whether or not the 
thirty-day period during whloh a local option petf.tim can be 
dlroulated before it is returned to the County Clerk for his 
oanvassing of the signatures and his oertifioation to the 
Commissioners~ Court would be oomputed from the date of the 
issue of the.petition by the Cotlnty Clerk, or whether the 
thirty days wculd begin to run from the date of aotualdelivery. 

You further set out the following faot situation: 

ItWe have been advised that a local option eleotion is 
pending in Dallas County and that the County Clerk 
prepared 271 petitions in aooordanoe with the provisions 
of Seotion 32 of &tiols 666, Vernonrs Penal Cods of 
Texae. In the spaoe provided on the.petitions showing 
the 'Date of Issue by Clerk? the Clerk inserted the 
date Ootober 2, 1956; and in the spaoe provided for the 
+&of return the Olerk inserted the date November 2, 

On Wednesday, October 3, 1956, the applloants 
appeired in the County Clerkts offioe and reoeived ths 
petitl0ns.w 

We agree with your oonolusion that '*the date as shown on ths 
faoe of the petition, as affixed by-the County Clerk as being 
the date of issue; will be oontrolling in oomputing the 
thirty-day period, and not ths date on whioh the aotual 
delivery may be made to the applioants.! 

Therefore, it is our opinion that thedate as shown on the 
faoe of the petition as affixed by the County Clark as being 
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the "Date of its issuea will be oontrolling in computing 
the thirty-day period and not any other date on whloh the 
aotual dslivery of one or more oopies of the petition may 
have been made to the applioruhts. Otherwise the date of 
return inserted by the County Clerk would beooms an unoertain, 
ohanging date rather than the thirtieth day fixed by the 
Legislaturs, 

i da11 your further attention to my latter opinlOn of 
November 9, 1956, addressed.to you, in whioh in answer to 
your first question we said, %t is my opinion that the day 
on ihioh euoh petition is issued by ths County Clerk after 
whioh the thirty-day period designated in Seotion 52 begins 
to run is not to be in0iuaea, ana the last day of such 
period is to be inoludedn. Therefore, Under the faot 
8ituation~8et out in your letter today, and 00piea on page. 
one of this letter, the, patitions whloh bore the "Date of 
its issue by the ClerkY!.of Ootober 2, 1956, would-be due 
baok in theYhands of the Clerk of the Commissioners~ court on 
the thirtieth day from said date of it8 issue of Ootober 2, 
1956, whiohwould be November 1, 1956. 

V6ry truly yours, 

JOHR= SHEPPEIID 
Attorney General _ 
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